oners 


THE AM 


ERICAN 


QURNAL OF HOMM@OPATHY. 








wrens 
—- —— 


‘yr a a "yr 
“ The agitation of thought is the beginning of Truth.” 


VOL. 6. 


S. R. 


KIRBY, M. 


NEW-YORK, FEBRUARY, 1852. 


D., BDITOR. 





HO. | 


| 


FOR EMBRACING 
MQZOPATHY. 
By Cuartes Ransrorp, M. D. 


REASONS 


{Concluded from page 115.} 
Tue author found that the profession in 
Edinburgh and London resembled each 
other in the opposition which it offered to 
a proposed improvement in therapeutics. 
He acknowledges, that so far as he is con- 
cerned, lie was as much to blame as any of 
them; sud the only reparation W hich he has 
it in his power to make, is this confession 
of the melancholy fact. These cireum- 
stances, coupled with the increasing wan 
of confidence in the ordinary practice, led 
him to the determination of secret/y testing 
the mouster, and of publishing the results 
of his trinls. He believed that by so do- 
ing, he should be convinced of the falla- 
cies of homeeopathy, and that any doubts 
of their existence would be speedily dis- 
His deter- 


was strengthened by 


¢ 
t 


pelled, and his mind set at rest 
mination to test it 
attentively considering the letter 
late ever to be lamented friend, Dr. Andrew 
Combe, whose writings are so widely 
known and so justly appreeiated in Europe 
and Awerica. Dr. Combe had 
to serve but that of truth. Truthfulness 
was his characteristic. The writer knew 
but too well, that so far as the uncertainty 
of medicine was coneerned, he could 
scarcely be worse off, for professional in- 
tercourse (and this was considerable) with 
many eminent practitioners, had not tended 
to increase his confidence in drugs nor in 
medicine generally; nor did Dr. Forbes 
give him comfort, when he issued his cele- 
brated number of the British and Foreign | 
Review, containing the well known article | 
entitled “Homeopathy, Allopathy and 

Young Physic.” In order to take his first | 
step with every precaution, the writer ac- 
quainted his friend, Dr. Russell, of Edin- 
burgh, with his difficulties, and received 
from thet gentleman every direction for the 
proper investigation of the hom” pathic 


of his 


no cause 


practice ; he likewise went to Neweastle, 
and introduced himself to Dr Hayle, who 
received him with his wonted urbanity, and 
advised him if he wished to be speedily 
convinced of the porwer and efficacy of 
homaopathic preparations, to select for 
trial acute cases of disease. He returned 
andcommenced his investigations, earrying 
them on in such a manner, that with scaree 
an exception, his patients were ignorant of 
his proceedings, and did not suspect any 
deviation from ordinary practice, save that 
they were agreeably surprised to find them- 
selves cured and relieved by medicines 
tusteless and colorless. The result of his 
first trials utterly confounded him. Acute 
inflammatory cases, of such a description 
as are by consent of all authorities in med- 
icine ordered or recommended to be treat- 
ed by bleeding, either general or local, and 
other debilit ting measures, yielded much 
sooner to the homeopathic remedies appro- 
pri ite to each ease, 

So soon as I was convinced that the 
homceopathic preparations, administered ae- 
cording to the homerep thic law.,were more 
efficacious in curing acute cases of disease 
than the old method of practice, I corres- 
ponded with several of my medical friends 
of the allopathic school, mentioned my ex- 
perience on the subject, and requested 
their opinions. Not one met the case on its 
mertts ; one ridiculed the idea that such ef- 
feets could possibly result from a decillionth 
of aconite, &c.; another dismissed the 
subject very summarily by saying, that 
“he knew nothing whatever of homeopa- 
thy, but that he considered the administer- 


|ing of such small doses in really danger- 


ous cases to be a trifling with human lite ;” 


another’s response was to this effeet-—*I 
have seen some narrow escapes from ho- 


meeopathie treatment.” One friend, whilst 


| opposing homeopathy, made this some- 


what remarkable admission—“I have no 
doubt but that patients will get well soon- 
er under the homeopathic treatment ;” a 
fourth saw no objections to my continuing 
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the investigation secretly, believing that a 
return to my “ first love” would be the re- 
sult of a more extended experience. 
Several of my patients of the higher 
ranks asked me whether I was practising 
homeeopathically. I replied in the affirma- 


tive, but added, that as yet my mind was | 


not sufficiently decided upon the matter ; 
they did not care how I treated them, pro- 
viding I did so conscientiously ; and all my 
medica! correspondents urged me not to 
proclaim my “ perversion” (so they termed 
it) until a few months longer should have 
passed away. 

I would ask my allopathic brethren, whe- 


ther they believe that imagination will | 


eure eases of acute disease, the rapid sub- 
sidence of which, under Lomaopathic re- 
medies, is astonishing, and ean be attested 
by thousands! Or will diet, however re- 
stricted and well regulated, be effectual 
for the same desirable end, (and let it be 
observed, that in the two eases of infan- 
tile bronchitis which have been detailed, 
no alteration of diet could have been made.) 
and the disease enly began to yield (and 


then did so) upon the administration of | 


the homm@opathic medicines? But if this 
line of argument be persisted in by our 
brethren, or the assertion that the vis medi- 


catriz nature is the cause of recovery, 


we reply—be consistent then, do not con- 


tinue to administer the nauseous and hurt- 
ful eompounds to your unhappy patients, 
if you think that the disease can be re- 
moved by the combined influences of dict, 
imagination and nature; do not injure 
their stomaehs by ealomel, jalap, and other 
potent drugs; nor resort to bleeding, blis- 
tering, nor such like violent measures. 
Surely, those who in sincerity advance such 
arguments, would do well to ponder, whe- 
ther they may not easily be turned against 
themselves, and the subjects of such un- 
pleasant experiments may with reason say, 
Gentlemen, leave us to the more agreeable 
remedies of imagination, diet, and nature. 

But we have been not a little surprised 
of late, to find that the once oft reiterated 
objection to the employment of homaopa- 
thie remedies in aeute and dangerous eases, 
has been succeeded by attempts to frighten 
our patients, by telling them, that although 


the seat of disease may be and is reached | 


by homeopathie remedies, (fer the evi- 
dence of this is beyond dispute,) yet that 
this is effected at the expense of the eon- 
stitution. Some of my patients informed 
me, that medical men told them by way of 
warning, that the homeeopathic medicines 
were virulent poisons, and that although 
they removed disease, undermined the pa- 
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| tient’s system and shortened his life! One 
| lady assured me so, and another was told 
| that if she persisted in taking the reme- 
dies which I preseribed for her, she would 
die suddenly. Happily these ladies (who 
| were both my patients,) were women pos- 
sessed of ability and will to exercise their 
| reasoning powers, and therefore they dis- 
regarded such ridiculous modes of setting 
aside the question. We told them th.t if 
the remedies were poisons, doctors of th 
old school administered the same in much 
larger quantities: also that Hahnemann, 
who proved so many medicines upon him- 
self, lived to the age of eighty-nine. 

A lady, the sister of a friend of mi 
| highly respectable homeeopathice physician, 
| was gravely told by a gentleman in large 

practice, that a pain in the region of the 
heart, with whieh a lady is troubled, has 
heen caused by the Belladonna given to 
her by this physician; at another time this 
same practitioner asserted that this very 
| Belladonna was “ nothing.” 

Strange indeed it is that sueh contra- 
dictory assertions should be made, but we 
must feave the task of reconciling their 
| discrepancies to the authors themsclres. 
| To call Habnemann and his followers 
| quacks, is merely to say that which is false. 

A system of therapeutics which is based 
upon observation and experience, which 
has been tested by various persons in dif- 
| ferent parts of the globe; these 
publishing to the world the results of their 
investigations, these resuits agreeing re- 
markably with one another, ean this with 
justice be ealled quackery ? it pretends 
not to possess a universal remedy for th 
various ills that flesh is heir to; it does 
not conceal its remedies; on the contrary, 
it publishes them without reserve, and in- 
vites all the members of the medical 
fession to test its truth or its falsehood for 
themselves. Take Aconite, for example 
in infinitesimal doses, administer it as we 
have frequently done to an infant at the 
breast, so as to exelude any supposed ef- 
| feet of the imagination, it will be found t 
be an indisputable faet, that this medicine 
in this very minute dose, will subdue in- 
flammatory action more effectually, mor 
| quickly, more safely, than any other known 
means. Every praetitioner may convince 
| himself of the trath of this assertion. It 
| was the testimony of so many enlightene 
| and honest men, professional and unpro- 
| fessional, that first led me to investigate 
the subject, and others I believe will from 
similar reasons, be led to adopt a like 
course ; what the result will be it does no} 
require to be told. Truth will prevail. 
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ECLECTICS IN HOMCZOPATHY. 


The signs of the times most clearly 
show, that allopathic practice will not 
much longer be supported by the people, 
The change which is in progress in the 
healing art can in no wise be arrested. Go 
on it must. 
and other countries 


allopaths in this 


will not retard in the least the increasing 


The combined exertions of 


confidence of the people in homeopathic | 


practice. The intolerance which marks 


almost every movement of the allopathic | 


school shows its weakness, as well as a 
consciousness of its utter inability to sus- 
tain itself on the assumed ground of its 
honesty, knowledge and skill; therefore it 
cannot, in a spirit of liberality and broth- 


| periments ¢ 


j 


He established a law of cure, and no one 
has proved it false. 
suitable, attenuated medicines, even to the 


He urged, as most 


30th potency, and no one who has honestly 
tried them as he advised and practiced, but 
what agreed with him in their efficacy. 
True, there are those who say they have 
employed them unsuccessfully in diseases ; 
but such testimony is of no value. If 
their experiments were fair, why did they 
not publish their that others 
might judge of the faithfulness of the ex- 


cases, 80 


It is an indolent and coward- 
ly course for a physician, in a matter of 
such vast importance, to oppose a practice 


| by saying orally, “I have tried Hahne- 


| mann’s practice, and it failed. 


| 


erly kindness, suffer the homeopathic school | 


to exist without persecution ; although the 


members of the Jatter are well known to | 


those of the former to be equally honest, 
equally iearned, and it is reported and 
generally believed much more skillful 
than their opponents. 

This is not the age, nor is this the coun- 
try, to favor intolerance, especially on sci- 
entific subjects. 
could not adopt more certain measures for 
the overthrow of itself, than the perse- 
euting spirit with which it has inspired its 
members towards homeeopaths ; and very 
soon it will see, when too late, the serious 
blunder in this respect it has most unwisely 
allowed itself to commit by ignorant zeal. 
That school is now in a position most fa- 


vorable to the progress of homeeopathy. Its 


The allopathic school | 


” 


We have 


no confidence in such declarations, nor 


should any one have confidence in them. 


We have met with numerous detzsiled 


leases of the most remarkable and prompt 


results of Hahnemann’s practice; but we 


have never met with published cases of 


doings are made known to the people | 


through the press ; its own periodicals are 
assuming a popular character, and what- 
ever it does towards, or has to say of ho- 
meeopathy and her practitioners, is read by 
the people, whose intelligence enables 
them to perceive the failacy of its preten- 
Neither 
ridicule, nor 


sions and of its proceedings. 


frowns, nor sneers, nor 


resolutions, nor laws, nor personal 


this and in this 
eountry prevent the of truth, 
Hahnemann uttered the truth. No 


who has 


influence can in age 
progress 
one 
repeated his experiments has 


dared to gainsay his doctrine and practice. 


| 
| 


failures by his practice. 

If the perception of the allopathic school 
had not been blunted by pride, vanity, and 
hypocrisy, it would at once receive into 
full communion all eclectics, or mongrels: 
all those who diseard the small! doses, and 
pretend to have some faith in the law of 


) cure, as a law of cure, but not the only 


law of cure; all those who deny their 
faith by their works; who occasionally 
bleed, blister and give catharties, and pre- 
tend that the homeopathic ma/eria medica 
does not furnish sufficient remedial agents, 
and that homeopathy itself is yet so young 
that they are compelled to go to the impure 
sources of allopathy and employ empirical 
treatment of the sick. 
We say to the allopathic school, do justly 


measures in the 


and receive these practitioners into your 
communion, for they are of you, body and 
soul. They think as you think, reason as 
you reason, theorise as you theorise, and 
in all things in a modified form do as you 
do. They reject Hahnemannianism, al- 
though they take his name into their pol- 
luted 


Homeeopathy is popular; but where it is 


lips with seeming respect where 


' not, they more than insinuate that he was 
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an enthusiast, a zealot, a bigot, a German | 


theoriser, a hair-splitter, whose experience | 
and integrity are doubtful; that his sma!! 
doses are of no eflicacy, and ought to be 
rejected by every sensible person in the | 
profession and out of it. Now, we admit! 
it possible, that the allopathic school per- 
ceives that these pretended homceopaths can | 
do more effective service for allopathy, by 
the injury they do to genuine Homeopathy 
than if they were duly acknowledged allo- 
paths. We admit the force of this view of | 
the subject; and we also admit that these 
mongrels, these eclectics, thése empirical | 
measure practitioners who have intruded 
themselves into the homeopathic school, | 
actually do more effective service to per-| 
petuate allopathy than all the allopaths 
combined who make no pretensions to any 
degree of confidence in Homeopsiiy. | 

We know there are those who honestly | 
believe that it is a gain to Homeopathy | 





for a practitioner to adopt a part of her| 
principles—to declare in favo’ of similia | 
similibus curantur, and reject the psoric | 
theory, and attenuated medicines ; and hold 
to the practical value of modern pathology, 
diagnosis and nosology, as leading to a| 
true theory of cure. We are not of | 
those who thus believe. We know from 
our own experience and that of others in 
this country and in Europe, that the dose 
of the remedy is of vast importance in 
homeopathic practice ; and when the law 
of cure is strictly followed, this truth will 
appear most clearly, and so thoroughly are 
we convineed of it, that he who speaks of 
doses of medicine as of secondary con- 
sideration, we regard such an one but very 
imperfeetly instructed in Homeopathy. 
Such is the nature of Homeopathy, that 
if she be approached but half way from 
allopathy, it amounts to but little or no- 
thing for practical purposes. There is not, 
and cannot be a betweenity mode of prae- 
tice; it must be in the nature of things 
either allopathic or homeopathic. There 
can be no such thing as mingling the two 
modes of practice. “One sinner destroy- 
eth much good.” So likewise allopathic 





doses will destroy homeopathic ones; 


s 
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and he who supposes that what is term- 
ed a mixed practice should be regarded 
as holding a relationship to Homeopathy 
is deceived; it is really and truly allo- 
pathic and nothing else. But may not 
the drug administered in the erude form 
and in the ordinary allopathic doses cor- 


respond to the law of cure! To our 


| mind even this is doubtful, and for this rea- 


son: the pathogenetic effects of drugs eannot 
be obtained by large doses. No intelli- 
gent physician expects the characteristic 
effects of mercury in ten or twenty grain 
doses ; nor Tart. Emetic in two and three 
grain doses; nor of opium in two, three 
or five grains. The characteristic effects 
of drugs cannot be known when they are 
combined with one another; nor when al- 
ternated individually at short intervals. 
It is proved by the most careful experi- 
ments that to ascertain the pathogenetic 
effects of drugs, they must be taken in at- 


; 
tenuated doses; and experience has also 


proved that in diseases proper, drugs can 
only be safely and usefully administered 
when attenuated, and in most cases in a 
high degree. Consequently, those who as- 
sert that the dose is of little or no import- 
anee in homeopathie practice, have not 
thoroughly considered the subjeet. The 
poisonous effects of drugs as detailed in 
the works on poisons, too much of which 
is incorporated in the Homeopathic Mate- 
ria Medica,is of secondary value in gen- 
uine homeopathie practice. Take, for ex- 
ample, those diseases in which the symp- 
toms show the hommopathicity of arsenic. 
The severity of arsenic symptoms as re- 
eorded in the works on poisons, where 
large doses of that mineral had been taken, 
bear little resemblance to those of diseases 
by the most active miasms or other causes: 
A careful examination will show, that drug 
symptoms obtained by attenuated drugs 
resemble more nearly the symptoms of 
diseases from whatever causes. Again, 
some drugs do not act medicinally in the 
crude form and in large doses, as charcoal 
lachesis, lyeopodium and others ; but when 
attenuated, the symptoms they produce 
are numerous and strongly marked, so that 
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whatever view may be taken of the subject, 
: it will be found that the purest pathogene- 
tic effeets of drugs have been obtained 





from them in an attenuated form, and 
some of them, as lachesis, in a high po- 
tency, even to the 30th. Ample expe- 
rience shows that the curative effects of 
drugs are best obtained from comparatively 
mild impressions upon the living organism, 
which is, when diseased, exceedingly sus- 
Now, if a healthy 
organism can feel, which it may, the 30th 


ceptible to drug action. 


potency of drugs, and responds so dis- 
tinetly thata record can be made of the 
symptoms, how much more powerful «must 
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| Many have never seen it, and many more 
| have never read it. Finally, the downfall of 
Allopathy can only be accomplished by a 
pure Homeeopathie practice; and a pre- 
tended mixed practice, which is in fact al- 
lopathic, only tends to perpetuate confi- 


dence in a pernicious system. 





OBSERVATIONS ON HOMQSOPATILY. 


By Dr. Gross. 
Tuere are three propositions which apper- 
tain exclusively to Homeopathy, and which 


constitute its essence. 
1. ‘To try the medicaments on healthy 





be the impression on the organism when | 
its susceptibility is exalted by disease ! | 
This view gives a plausible reason, why | 
the 200, 800, 2000 attenuations effeet cures. | 
These facts show why it is that in cases | 
where the dose is such as to produce symp- | 
toms peculiar to the drug administered, the 
cure is not as prompt as where the drug 
impression is so slight as not to be per- 
ceived by the patient, or if so, exceedingly 
slight. 
Therefore we claim, that Homeopathy 
and Allopathy cannot be mixed. When it 
is attempted, Allopathy necessarily pre-| 
vails, and such practitioners are all allo- | 
pathists ; and the profession and the pub- 
lie should so We have 
known allopathic associations, in their ig- 


understand it. 


norance of this subject, exclude men from 
among them who never practiced Homeo- 
pathy, but only deelared their belief in the 
law of cure, not as the only law of cure; 
and avowed, they did not use, nor had 
they confidence in the small doses of Hahn- 
emann. Now, if allopathists understood 
Homeopathy, as almost every one of them 
wickedly declares, they never would ex- 
clude from their communion such practi- 
tioners. The time, however, is approach- 
ing, when this matter will be understood 
better; as yet, there are very few, compa- 
ratively, who appreciate the doctrines and 
the rules of practice of Hahnemann ; they 
willstand the test of time. Few comprehend 
them, because few have thoroughily studied 





them. His Orcanon is a neglected book. 


| ments, and in suitable 


| how medicine could 


| tice by physicians. 


persons, before administering them to the 
diseased, 

2. 'T'o choose every medicament accord- 
ing to the analogy of its symptoms. 

3. To administer but single medica- 
doses. 

The first of these propositions is so true 
and so evident, that we do not conceive 
have existed so m: ny 
centuries before Hahnemann, without its 
having been proclaimed and put in prac- 
Not one of the parti- 
sans of the doctrine of Hahnemann has 
hitherto dared to attack this fundamental 
principle, and there are many among its 
adversaries who have recognised it openly 
asindispensable. He who opposes its pro- 
gress does it without a better conviction, 
acting merely from a spirit of opposition ; 
he does not know what he s 4s, because 
he defends nonsense. This principle will 
last forever, the whole world cannot de- 
stroy it. 

The second proposition is not less true, 
although less evident at first sight; it has 
been violently attacked by thousands of 
physicians, but there is no question here 
of the partisans of the ancient medical 
system, who, for want of experience, can- 
nut possibly pass an impartial judgment; 
but physicians even, who have actually 
adopted this principle, have asked what we 
understand by analogy. Hahnemann un- 
derstands by analogy the morbid symptoms 
carefully compared with those of the medi- 
cament to be chosen, keeping account of 
the characteristic and important symptoms. 
The medicament which reproduces exactly 
the accidents of a given disease, answers 
the best, according to him, for the affection, 
and promises to become a true specifie. 
We have, according to our treatment, two 
problems to resolve. 
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1. To ascertain the nature of each 


morbid affection, and to choose a remedy 
whose effects on the healthy body re- 
semble the diseases to be cured. 


Hahnemann seems only to reject that | 


knowledge which we have a right to ex- 
pect from every well-informed physician ; 
but when we consider the great care he 
has taken in the examination of a dis- 
ease, that he did not neglect the slightest 
circumstance, that he distinguished, with 
an extraordinary talent, the essential 
symptoms from those which are unessen- 
tial; when we reflect, besides, that he has 
characterised in a masterly manner, in the 
notes to the first two volumes of his 
Materia Medica, the tendency of the ac- 
tion of the medicaments, we cannot doubt 
that he has made use of that physiolo- 
gical and pathological knowledge which 
he possessed in so eminent a degree. 

How could he have discovered, with- 
out this knowledge, that Conium Macula- 


tum is a specific in the hypochondriasis | 


peculiar to men of stern habits, and that 
Solanum Nigrum is the very remedy for 
egotism? We need not mention many 
other cases, which prove in a most in- 
contestable manner his talent in this re- 
spect. Those who flatter themselves that 
they follow him, but have not the requi- 
site knowledge, are very much mistaken. 
ive notes with which Hah- 
nemann has enriched his first two volumes 
of the Materia Medica become more scarce 
in the subsequent ones. I am convinced 
it would have been better had he not dis- 
continued them. The experiments since 
published by his disciples are poor in such 
annotations ; the consequence is, that those 
of less experience do not know how to 
use them. Every one has not the faculty 
of making Hahnemann-like experiments 
with medicaments; very few can be com- 
pared with him in this respect.* 

Many homeopathists have declared that 
it is sufficient to know the general effect 
of each medicament upon the healthy body, 
the principal tendency of its aetion, with- 
out considering the slighter shades (nu- 
ances) peculiar to the action of a medicine. 
In the practice, they limit themselves to 
catch the ensemble of each disease, with- 
out descending to the special symptoms, 
and they administer the remedy which 
seems to be analogous. 
they prescribe for an atony of the stomach, 
with perverse secretions, Acidum Sulphu- 


The instru 


* I think the provings of Dr. Hering, of Philadel 
phia, are excellent, and nobody will find fault with 
his Lachesis. Who would like to be without it? 


In this manner | 


ricum; fora sur-excitation of the nerves 
of the stomach, with atony of its muscular 
| fibres, Nua Vomica; for cramps of the 
| stomach, with a disposition to constipstion, 
and a predominant lymphatic system, Co- 
nium Maculatum; for constipation, ac- 
companied and kept up by general weak- 
ness, with a less active circulation, Ferrum 
Metallicum: what the medicaments want 
in quality is replaced by quantity. In this 
manner we fall back to the generalisation 
of the old school, and this extreme direc. 
tion is as fatal to the progress of art as 
the opposite method, which consists in 
covering mechanically the symptoms, with- 
|out appreciation of their physiological 
| dependence. 

We shall reach our aim much safer by 

keeping the middle point (juste milieu) 

| most homeeopaths follow that course, and 
, become thus more perfect in their disgno- 
sisand in their knowledge of the Materia 
Medica. 

The third proposition of Hahnemann, to 
administer but single medicaments, and j 
suitable is as evident as the first 
What reasonable opposition can the o 
school make to the new on this i 
Can they defend their mixture of drug 
an absurdity which most of them despis: 
in their hearts? J hey will 
when they understand their 
better. Their whole Materia 
but the fabrication of ignorance, 
iron hand by which they intend to oppos 
all movement of liberty in therapeutics 
will in time prove beneficial to the on) 
right mode of making experiments wit! 
nedicaments. 

t is true that the administering two me- 
dicaments at the same time has 
commended, but every judicious mind cor 
siders this an absurdity. We might as 
well mix three or four remedies; this 
would be a backward step, and open t! 
door to the gross empiricism of the 
school, 

It is a different thine to administer taro 
medica i Many have con- 
demned this method, but unjustly ; it is « 
deeidk diy practical utility : as each remedy 
has its physiological affinity, their alternat 
use may be of great advantage. The dos 
of the medicament has given rise to much 
discussion. 

Hahnemann administered, in the begin- 
ning of his practice, very strong doses. H 
vrescribed once for a person of delicate 
constitution, suffering from severe colic, 
four grains of Hellebore, repeating the dose 
every day; the patient thought this too 
little, and he doubled the dose, so as to 
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take sixteen grains in less than two days. 
He was cured in a short time, but not with. | 
out a terrible homeopathic exacerbation. 

This and other experience brought Hahne- 

mann te the conviction that the enormous 

doses may easily become injurious, and in- 

duced him to administer smaller doses.* 


caments did not diminish in the same pro- 
portion; and he became convinced that the 
smallest atom of a medicament, if admin- 
istered homceopathically, possesses sufli- 
cient energy to cure serious, even chronic 
maladies. Many medicaments gain in me- 
dical properties, in proportion as they are 
less material: such is the case with Cal- 
car.,and with Carb. Veget. and Animal, 
ete. Itis also certain that the hicher di- 
lutions are not only more efficacious, but 
cannot be replaced by others, and render 


more service than the low dilutions. There | 
are even affections which are easier cured | 


by the olfaction of a high dilution than by 


the internal administration of a medica- 
ment. 

These are facts certified by experience 
which nothing can destroy. The physici 
has Lo choose the dose in ea h Case, \ hich 
is not very easy. We m y set it. nas 
a rule, that chronic maladies are | tter af- 


fected by higher dilutions, whilst | 
dilutions answer better in acute « 
The rener il law in point of the dose may 
Siisties the does. ‘fa 
a manner that 


be found as follows: 
each individual case, in such 
it shall be sufficiently Strong to pre duce thé 
ganic reaction, and weak enor 
not to 4 ush it to excess. 

It is evident that everythin r depet ds up- 
on the receptivity of the patient—a recep- 
tivity which the physician should appre- 
ciate under all circumstances. There are 
chronic cases where the nervous irritability 
is so great, that the patient can scarcely 
bear the olfaction of the m« 
whilst in others, the torpidity and the at 
are such that al! our dilutions pr 
effect. In such cases stronger doses ar 
requisite. 

It is without doubt that the 
lutions modify their effects according 
their greater or less energy ; our knowledg 
however, is very much behind in this re- 
spect, and our successors will learn many 
things on this point. ; 

Repeating the doses was, 


necessary oO 


‘* 


rent di- 





} 
{ 


0) 


in the first 


JOURNAL 


editions of Hahnemann’s Organon, prohi- | 


bited; but the Asiatic cholera taught him 


its necessity ; and experience has since 





*Spleine Medicinische Schriften, von S, Hahne- | 


mann, vol, i., p. 199. 
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that 
ment is indispensable in most cases. 

As we have seen, homaopathy hes con- 
tinued to remain true to its essential prin- 
ciples, which half a century has neither 
overthrown nor brought into oblivion. It 


proved the repetition of a medica- 


; | has only lost with time what was not es- 
He found that the efficacy of his medi- | 


sential; what was susceptible of develop- 
ment has become more perfect; far from 
losing, it is but gaining, and we may look 
into futurity with confidence. All the ef- 
forts of its adversaries to destroy and over- 
throw it have failed. What will homco- 
pathy be in half a century? To judge 
from the past, certainly more perfect and 
well established. 


HOMCEOPATHY. 


Confidence in the Homeopathic practice, 


based upon observation or personal expericnee 
merely, S scarcely wise or safe du ng these 
a s af spec led n- iui'e 1 tiff- 
ne | d Orth l Every friend © sys 
tem should be at alive on tae 
for | faith In | i he is 
liabl l b ! { to wit some 
leat I ot] ] tion 

V l f aes t! este i creat 
men, or whose opi e may t, if he is 
d 1, as very many are, to think himself 
in ompetent to nm ake u of the brains which 
God has given him. In the presen such 
a pers sions 


nage, what man of modest pret 


His 


ound respcet 


can t i 
face furrowed by the p! hshare of thought, 
his eyes gleaming with the concentrated wis 
dom of twenty centuries, his manly form ereet 
and wearing the i n of the fathers of Med- 
cine, his sphere of al t irresistible power, 
titute him not « most remarkable, but 

a most aw ispiring being. 

“MM learn d reve dSir! What is 
y pinion of the new Medicine called Ho 
mcopathy ?”” 

Ah! * pillic o small a business 
‘men that have bones in them.’ In the 
uage of the S&S: of awam—‘ the giz- 

zard of a trifle ” 


Re id Sir! is there nothing that is 
1 and useful in Homeopathy ?” 

“Tt does not profess to belong to this earth, 
—to deal with flesh and blood : how then can 
it be good or useful? It professes to deal with 
diseases beyond materiality, with which, if 

A) ) ’ 
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there be such diseases, it is manifest we can 
have nothing to do. How insane to talk of 


travelling through the air, when we were made 


ty) 


to walk upon the earth ! 

“ Most learned Sir! Homeopathists do pro- 
fess to cure diseases in these our mortal bodies.”’ 

“Tush! Tush! Do they not say that dis- 
eases are of a spiritual nature? and how is it 
possible that ¢ pillieules’ can cure such diseas- 
es as we daily meet with?” 

“ Learned Sir! are not diseases of a spiri- 
tual as well as material nature? which is the 
doctrine, as I have been informed, of Ho- 
meeopathists ?”’ 

“Pah! What do we know of spirit? Mat- 
ter—matter is what we have to do with in this 
work] ;— meat and bread for the hungry sto- 
mach; air to earry oxygen into the lungs, and 
earbon out of them; magnesia to neutralise, 
chemically, acidity of the prime vie ; iron and 
lime for the blood, when the former, as ingre- 
dients of the latter, are in deficiency ; oil and 
rhubarb for sluggish bowels ; calomel for de- 
ranged liver ; quinine for intermittents ; cod- 
liver oil for serofula !” 

“ Learned Sir! is it your opinion that there 


is nothing of spirituality in disease? The ques- 


tion, if considered simply with reference to the 


truth or falsity of the case, has seemed to me | 


to be one of vital importance. If it be true, 


that diseases are uot wholly material, but are | 
also spiritual, may not those who, claiming to | 
be medical philosophers, trespass upon the do- | 
mains of spirit, incur the penalty of law, and | 


be deprived of their possessions as of ill-gotten 
gains? In my humble judgment, all truth is 
of practical value.” 

“ Absurdity! What is the use of crazing 


one’s brains with inquiries into what cannot, in | 
the nature of things, be understood? It is my | 


opinion that diseases are not spiritual. And if 


they are, it would be useless to acknowledge | 
the fact, as its recognition would not help us to | 


the learning we seek, or aid us in our method 
of treating disease.” 

“ Learned Sir! what am I to understand by 
the phrase, modus operandi of remedies? I 
have been accustomed to regard it as implying 
a vital (spiritual) principle pervading the whole 
organism, and determining the course of ope- 
rations of medicines in the human body.” 

“ Sir! your idea is erroneous. Modus op- 
erandi is a term applied to the general prin- 
ciple upon which remedies act in morbid states 





of the body! Remedies may, in general, act 


upon the human organism in one of three 
ways: 1. By actual or immediate contact, and 
by absorption or mediate contact. 2. By an 
impulse conveyed by the nerves, through an 
impression made on the stomach or elsewhere. 
3. By contiguous or continuous sympathy, or 
by that which is excited by mere proximity or 
continuity of parts! The terms impulse, im- 


| pression, sympathy, proximity, continuity— 


must satisfy you that we are not guilty of any 
theory respecting the interior or inmost nature 
of disease.” 

“Most respected Sir! with what argnu- 
ments can I meet the advocates of Homaopa 


thy, who maintain that the Allopathic idea of 


| the modus operandi of drugs is false? They 


say that it does not represent what actually 
takes place in the body, or that it gives but an 
imperfect account of it; that impulse, impres- 
sion, sympathy, &e., are learned jargon.” 
“Tell the impertinent blockheads, that the 


learning of two thousand years is not thus to 


come to naught by their stolidity ; that what 


| the learned have believed, and still believe, to 


be true, cannot be false.” 

“ But, Sir! suppose the modus operandi of 
drugs is not just such as you have described. 
Is not the body older and more learned than 
the wisest physicians? Have not men been 
its pupils from the days of Hippocrates to the 
present time? Can they have learned all its 
lore? May they not have lost sight of, or been 
blind to, the most important of its teachings, 
in their zeal to possess themselves of whatever 
pleased their faney or gratified their self-love ? 
Has it not been said, truly, that almost every 
so called fact in Physiology, has ‘my truth’ 
pinned to it, thereby securing for some learned 
claimant or other the credit of its authorship, 
—a mark as surely denoting, to practical eyes, 
that the characteristic weakness and ignorance 
of the author is to be found involved in that 
truth, or, in some way, associated with it?” 

** Pah! Pah! I cannot hear such nonsense.’ 

“The Homeopathists say, that there is a 
modus operandi of drugs, true to nature, — 
very nature,—of which, to a very considera- 
ble extent, without any theory respecting its 
essential character, they are able to avail them- 
selves in the treatment of disease. For exam- 
pie, they say that the operation of a smal] quan- 
tity of Arsenic or Belladonna (supposed to 
have been introduced into the human body in 














THE AMERICAN JOURNAL OF HOM(COPATHY. 153 


health) is the modus operandi of Arsenic or 


se] 
ganic changes are the proper indices of that mo- 
dus operandi. Assuming as also true, that 
symptoms and organie changes are the proper 
indices of the processes (the spiritual workings) | 
of disease, they say that they can bring the 
modus operandi of drugs into such relation 
with those morbid processes, that the former 
(by superseding or by neutralising it, it does | 
ait matter which) will do away with the latter. 
This is accomplished by administering, in ca- 
scs of disease, remedies Ww hose modus opera Ne 
di is similar to the modus operandi, so to 


speak, of the diseases respectively. In other 


words, Homceopathists administer drugs which, 
in certain quantities, are capable of producing 
in the system, symptoms similar, respectively, 
tothe symptoms of the diseases they treat. 
Thus they ovail themselves of all of the facts of 
the living Pathology and of the living modus 


operandi of drugs; without resting on insuffi- 


cient data or unphilosophical speculations.” 


Were their * pil- 


licules’ grains of what they pretend to be, they 


“Stupidity unsurpassed ! 


would be fit subjects for the law and the gal- 
lows; as it is, the business is, 1 say, tuo small 
for ‘men that have bones in them.’ ”’ 

“ But, my dear sir! is it more absurd, in it- 
self, to expect the cure of disease from reme- | 
dies administered according to a law ‘ similia 
similibus,’ than from others administered in ac- 
cordance with a law ‘ contraria contrariis?’ 
Observation and experiment must have sug- | 
gested and confirmed the existence of either | 
law. May there not be more than one method 
of cure; and may not one method be more 
true to nature, and therefore more certain and 


safe, than another? May not the necessity of 
smaller quantities of medicine, under one mode 
of treatment than under another, be an evi- 
dence that the former is the better method? 
May not these questions be decided by expe- 
riment and fair deduction ?”’ 

“ Most absurd to doubt, for a moment, the 
wisdom of the learned! Most absurd to think 
that ‘similia similibus’ can find any incarna- 
tion, except in the ‘ hair of the same dog’ and 
like extravagances! Most absurd to believe 
that ‘pillieules’ are more than the ‘ gizzard 
of a trifle!’ Men’s eyes refuse to discern the 
atoms of the doses; the microscope cannot 
find them ; chemistry is unable to discover a 


Nadonna; and that the symptoms and or-, 





trace of them ; slates cannot contain the figures 


necessary to compute their infinitesimal quan- 
tity; reason can find no clue to them; and 
imagination stares into vacancy. Most absurd!?’ 

“Sir! cures are effected by those * p'llicu- 
les,’ and most decided and speedy ones too.’ 
* Impossible ! impossible !”’ 

“Their evidence is too strong to be set 
aside. I am compelled to believe.” 

= Impossible ! I repeat The truth is, you 
uneducated men—uneducated, I mean, in med- 
ical learning,—are not compet nt to judge of 
these things. You cannot intelligently decide, 
whether Homeopathic cures, so called, are 


cures or not. You can act with safety, only 


by adhering strictly to orthodox teaching.” 
* You surprise me, Sir! If I am not com- 
petent to judge of the merits of Homeopathy, 
how am I to estimate properly your own sys- 
tem? Were I convinced of my inability to 
judge of the relative merits of Homeopathy 
and Allopathy, I should still have to decide for 
myself, and the probability would be that I 


should join the ranks of ‘ Young Physie,’ and 


believe that there is no virtue at all in Medi. 


eine. In sickness I must or must not employ 


a Physician.” 

“Tush! tush! Is nothing to be conceded 
to the unanimous opinions of the learned 
in medicine, whose names have been and 
and ever will be glorious? Be content 


to judge of tea, if you are a merchant—of 


cloths, if you are draper—or of shoes, if you 
' area cobbler; but let physicians judge for you 


in questions of medicine.” 

“T cannot agree with you, Sir, that the 
learned in medicine have always been unani- 
mous respecting matters now acknowledged to 
be of vital importance. I have read that Har- 
vey was the subject of malignant persecution 
for teaching the circulation of the blood; that 
Ambrose Paré was pursued with heartless 
rancor for tying arteries in cases of amputa- 
tion, instead of applying boiling pitch to the 
stump, as was customary ; that Groenvelt was 
committed to Newgate for using cantharides 
in dropsy ; that Jenner was taunted and op- 
pressed on account of his doctrine of vaccina- 
tion. Indeed, it has seemed to me, in the 
course of my reflections upon Homeopathy, 
that its apparent insignificance is no valid ar- 
gument against it; that all great things in 
medicine have had small beginnings—even ia 
the language of the learned, in the ‘ gizzard of 
a trifle.’ Besides, Sir, I am not at all sure that 
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men were intended to dwell only within the | 


sphere of their respective professions; never 
to quit the smoke of their own chimneys to re- 
fresh 
and not to make use 


themselves in the pure air of heaven ; 
of all their mental facul- 
ties, in determining, from sufficient evidence, 
and after due consideration, what is good for 
their souls and their bodies. And it seems to 
me, that what may constitute sufficient evi- 
dence need not imply profound and varied 
The sailor may know nothing of 
naval architecture or the principles of naviga- 
tion, yet he can very soon acquire ample con- 


learning. 


fidence in his ship and his chart and compass. 
The traveller may know nothing of the prin- 
ciples and construction of the steam-engine, 
yet a very little observation or experience will 
convince him, that it can hurry him almost 
with the speed of the winds, from city to city, 
from country to country, down mighty rivers, 
and across tlfe vast ocean.” 

“Stay, my dear Sir, you are right in the ab- 

But | tell you there is nothing in Ho- 
thy It 


les.’ Tomeeopathists 


stract 
‘ pillicules’ and nothing but 


are ignoramuses 


saves. They are men, who for the most 


part, have failed of success in the legitimat 


from ignoranee, idleness 


These 


iallow capacities and acquirements, to 


walks of medicine, 


and other men, unable from 
their s! 


fight fairly, and to compete manfully with their 


causes 


brethren, have shrunk, as it were, behind the 
hedge, and turned assassins, to obtain a liveli- 
hood 
ery, the absurdiy of which has no parallel in 


Yet not content with practising a quack- 


history, these renegades lose no opportunity of 
placing their daggers in the reputation of le- 
gitimate medicine.” 
“Ts it not possible, Sir, that you have made 
an unfair estimate of the character of home@o- 
[I am sure that there are 


And 


men amongst 


pathic physicians? 
honest and intelligent men among them. 


admitting that there are such 





way of 
accounting for the fact, except to the discredit 


Is it a fact, that none but 


them as you have described, is there no 


of Homeopathy ? 
men of high and well cultivated intellectual 
powers are capable of discerning what is true? 
Is it not rather a fact, recorded in innumerable | 
places on the pages of history, beginning with | 
the account of the apostles who were chosen 
by our Lord, and going through leaf after leaf, 
to the present time, that, in the divine provi- 


dence, truth has always been revealed to men 


through the medium of the pure hea 
Again, is it 
less 
discern what is practically good than others 


than the subtle intellect ? 
that dishonest men are, in general, 
are? On the contrary, is it not true, that sel- 
fish men are far more wide awake to what may 
conduce to their pecuniary interests, than ar 
men who regard their neighbors’ welfare as 
their own? 
there will the eagles be gathered together. 


‘ Wheresoever the carcase 


Whenever I hear opinions derided, simply be- 
cause they may be held by men who are not 

the highest standard of intellectual cultivation 
I invariably ask the scoffers, whether they ar 
aware that there is such a thing as God's truth 
as well Whenever I an 
asked, why notably dishonest men are zealous 


as man’s truth? 


in the cause of Homeopathy, I reply—Is ther 
a fertile spot on the face of this beautiful glolx 
which is not more or less infested by vermin 


“True, sir, true! But homeopathic p! 
sicians are all suchas I have deseribed. 17 
of ‘true medi 


reje t all the science 


} 
‘ 


no value, and rely solely upor 


mal doses, and their vaunted | 
milibus curantur.’”’ 

“T have been 
they do not reject all the 
but ly 


oni 


informed, n 


such porti 
leas 
the sciences of Anatomy, Physiol 


logy, Materia Medica, Hygi ne an 
i They make no differen 


chool, 


deem erroneous and valu 


tics, 
specting the first named scien 
siology, it is said that they can 
use of what is written in your be 
A 


to the homeopathic practice, it 


is almost barren of truth. 


; 


vezate questiones in Physiol 


nection of structures in the | 
of functions, forces, n 
If the of the 
known, so, precisely to the sar 
of the 
th 


tne 


nection 


dents. function 


functions pancreas, thi 


omentuny, and liver; if t) 

the succenturiate kidneys be unkno 
the functions of the diaphragm, tl 
the peritoneum, and indeed of the whol 

for the body is a continuous tissu 

To be iat 
rant of a part, is to be ignorant of something 
that pervades the whole. The disease that a! 
fects the spleen, affects the whole, for th 


spleen is in all things, and all things are in 


without a break in nature’s loom. 
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THE 


spleen. ‘To recur to the liver: what is the | 
amount of knowledge 
Precisely this, that the hepatie duct proceed 
from it and earries bile into the duodenum. 
The bile andthe duct are the sum and sub 


stance of the modern physiology of the liver ; 


) 


respecting its functions ? 


it is prersus in occulto why either bile or duct 
should exist. The truth then is, that there is 
as much known about the liver as about the 
spleen, and no more; in the one case, it is 
known that there is an excretory duct, in the 
other that there is none. But it is held by 
them, t' at a true physiology is all important to 
the development of their science. It only 
ean give a true and thorough explanation of 
the modus operandi of drugs, and afford a so- 
lution of the phenomena of disease. | nti] 
that science shal] have been written, they must 
be content to arrive at truth by signs oftentimes 


AL 





uncertain, ambiguous, or of little significance 
W hose 
( er 


7 oes 
They can accomplish muc] 


Oftentimes they must fail to reach it. 


fault is it that they cannot do better? 


ainly not theirs ! 


good; more, they maintain, than their allopa- } 
thie brethren. Homeeopathists are in a p 
tion analogous to that of the first tillers of tl 
earth, The latter were without exten 
knowledge of the qt ilities of soils, of tl 


means of fertilising them, of the plants which 


would bear most abundantly and profitably in 


them, and of the means of renewing worn out 


land, 


grew, 


The sun rose and set, rains fell, 


fell 


eyes, all which naturally enough suggested to | 


grass 


and sprung up before their 


sec Is 


h 


he consequence was, that 


seed-time and harvest came and departed, as 


them what to do 


they now do and ever will do while time shall 
signs of 


truth, | 


Homeopathists have the 


their 


endure. 


1: : 
disease before eves: a eentral 
shining as a sun, makes objects distinct and in- 


telligible: and they labor with much accept 


ance and reward. The true physiology must 
throw its light into the dark recesses of path 


l icy : 


and will also illustrate the 


and make that science bright with truth 


now obscure science 


of the relations of the active principles of drugs 
Who declare 


to the human organism ean 
what the future has in store ?’ 
Reader! we greatly fear, that most of the 
learned upponents of Homeopathy are in th 
predicament of the man who was bidden to the 
great supper, (Luke) who, instead of going, 
sent as an excuse, “I have married a wife, and 


therefore I cannot come.” 
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HOMCGZOPATHY AND ITs OPPO- 
NENTS 
(Continued from page 116.) 
It was thought necessary by Dr. Blatchford 
to ask “ pardon for quoting the 76th aphorism 
f the Organon.” Its “ language ”’ was offen- 


sive to him, sounding in his ears ‘‘ like that of 
the ignorant, mercenary empirie,”’ rather than 
the “learned philosophers,’ and, “ addressed 
more to the passions and prejudice of the un- 
learned multitude, than to the reason and re- 
flection of the intelligent portion of mankind.” 
[t did not oecur to Dr. B., when making up 
his “ address,” that its language might be re- 
garded as offensive to other ears polite, and 
quite as well adapted to the taste of an igno- 
rant multitude. The reason and reflection of 
the intelligent portion of mankind will not fail 
to sift the doetor’s “ illustrations.’ 
they are 


but chaff, time will tell the story. 


Though 


* Paracelsus (says Dr. B.) and his ehymis- 
| followers,” promised the world as much 
} efit om the exclus employm t of ine- 
Ie n 1 ne, as Ilahnemann and his 
‘ visionaries ” pretend to ac mmplish by Ilo 
mceopatl nd what i littl rious, he em- 
ploys just about the sam« nguage Hahne- 
umn must have thoroughly studied his works.) 


adher- 
not 
as a great 
Dr. 
note it) 


He calls Galen, Hippocrates, and their 


ents, infants, idiots, sophisters, &e., &c., 
worthy the name of physicians. 
braveart. this fellow Paracelsus, (so says 


Blatchford 


that a single drop of his 


and “bragged, too, (just 


medicines wo ild ro 
further than a drachm or an ounce” of other 
physicians. Hence we are to infer from all this, 
that Paracelsus and Hahnemann were very 
much of the same stamp, both arrogant, im- 


W e have 


little doubt that Hahnemann did thoroughly 


pudent, mercenary empirics. 


very 


and feel pretty 


study the works of Paracelsus, 


that Dr. Blatchford would have been bet- 


sure 


ter able to write truthfully and correctly had 


he done the same. Investigation requires time 


and thought—not so calu nny, as we intend to 
prove. The parallel between Hahnemann and 


Para 


for both were lea 


elsus runs pretty close in some respects, 
rned men, and both have been 
most cruelly belied 

Theophrastus von Hohenheim, better known 


to medical men as Paracelsus, shared the lot 


of many men of genius and great reformers, 


only to be appreciated long after his death. 
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Why? “ Opinions,” says a distinguished Pro- 
fessor, “which have been prevalent during 
centuries, or which have been promulgated 
with much confidence by the leaders of the 
opinion of the day, are successively stamped 
as infallible, and it requires a conviction based 
on no ordinary grounds to raise doubts against 
established views, or such as are supported 
continually by specious argument. 
cult to believe that which has been hitherto 
considered as true, to be but illusion and falla- 


cy- 


” 


medical world has indulged in the usual errone- | 
ous opinions relating to Paracelsus, and it will 


continue to be so, until his authentic writings 
are read, the history of his timesstudied, and the 
opinions of his contemporaries duly weighed, 


fer there is net to be found in History another | 
man who has been so much misunderstood. | 
The most strange and contradictory sayings | 


and doings are ascribed to him; and far from 
being judged according to the standard of his 
age, his real deserts are either not admitted or 
falsely interpreted, and results which he neither 


ealled forth nor intended are laid at his door. | 


His very name has become the bye-name of any 
extraordinary assertion. 


to take it for granted that Paracelsus was the 
impersonation of impudence and folly. 

While Paracelsus lived, and still more after 
his death, he was proclaimed, either as the 
first physician and philosopher, the leader of 
modern medicine, or, as a superlative quack, 
pietist, imbecile, and medical heretie. In 1573, 
Dessenius says of him:—‘ Magus monstro- 
sus, superstitiosus, impius et in Deum blasphe- 
mus, mendacissimus, nefandus impostor, ebrio- 
sus erro, monstrum, horrendum.” Per contra 
Morhof says :—“ Mirabile huic homini, uti no- 
men, ita ingenium fuit, novus quasi literati or- 
bis Cometa.”” We generally judge men by 


their actions, and authors by their writings; | 


but, in order to do this with any degree of cer- 
tainty and propriety, we have to be first con- 
vinced that the former have been faithfully re- 
lated, and that the latter are genuine. If, 
therefore, a careful sifting of things be always 
necessary, how much more is it so if doings 
the most extraordinary are attributed to the 
same individual, and opinions the most contra- 
dictory assigned to the same author} No- 
where in history can we find such another ex- 


ample as that of Paracelsus, where the good | 


It is diffi- | 


With scaree an exception, the whole | 


And Dr. Blatchford | 


would have us believe this to be true; we are 
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name of a man has been buried under the 


weight of books and opinions falsely attributed 
to him. He did not publish any of the old edi- 
tions of his works, and we may well doubt ii 
any book of his was published while he lived 
He was surrounded by circumstances of ay 
embarrassing nature, and had not time to giv. 
his writings the necessary polish ; besides, most 
of his manuscripts were badly written, and 
then printed with numberless and most damn- 
ing typographical mistakes. It is not denied 
that the writings of Theophrastus were odd, 
nay, more, that they were in some respects ex- 
travagant; therefore were they in great de- 
mand, and consequently they were manufac. 
tured on speculation. Furthermore, his MSS 
| mere mostly in the hands of amateurs, for the 
savanis and medical men of those times did 
not value them, or kept them entirely out of 
sight; indeed, denied their existence. Tie- 
ophrastus was a reformer ; his bold and peu- 
etrating assertions made him a stumbling- 
block for the many who only exist by the re- 
mastication of old materials, and the stur- 
dy adherence to the traditional and received 
| To reach the height of such a Colossus, the 
scientific alluvium required centuries. 
It is very certain that Paracelsus did not and 
could not write the half that has been attribu- 
| ted tohim. Yet he wrote and dictated (a fa- 
| vorite mode of his) a great deal, and with such 
astonishing rapidity, as to lead to the belief 
that he was possessed of demons. “ Ad dic- 
| tata excipienda excitabat: que tam expedite 
| recitabantur, ut demonum instinctu ea suggeri 
oporinus se putasse seepe affrimaret.”’ 
Like Mahnemann, Paracelsus had thrown in 
his waf many impediments of no ordinary 
character. The Imperial College of Censor- 
ship waged war against him, and all reformers 
in those days, and so fierce was the hostility of 
| this body, that he sought the protection of the 
Estates of Carinthia. Indeed, the whole age 
“ran a muck” at him, Universities, govern- 
ments, corporations, learned societies, physi- 
cians and surgeons, clergymen and laymen 

and even savants by profession—all condemnee 

his opinions, whilst the latter did not seruple v 

confess that they had not studied his work: 
| and were not inclined to do so! 

Has Dr. Blatchford ever heard of th 

|“ Kleine Chirurgie” of Theophrastus? Pe: 
| haps rot, therefore we make an extract of 6 
' ew lines from p. 250 :— They quarrel with me 
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in that I write differently from what their own 


writings are; the cause, however, lies not in 
my ignorance, but in theirs. Because I stand 
alone, and am new, and write German, is no 
reason why they should scorn my writings! ! 
use strange words on accofnt of the strange 
nature of my science. And who shall gain- 
say, thut if there start up something new, it 


should not bear also a new name ?" 


We really believe Dr. B. wholly ignorant of 
the medical career and doctrines of Paracelsus. 
He was assuredly a most extraordinary man, 
so much soe, that his contemporaries made it a 
matter of dispute, whether he derived his great 
wisdom and art from God or the Devil. Set- 
tled at Basle in 1527, he became city physician 
and gave lectures on medicine, physic and sur- 
gery. But his opponents never ceased their 
hostility to him, and after two years he quitted 
Basle and went to Salzburg, where he died on 


the 24th September, 1541, at the early age of 


forty-eight. 

No one thing annoyed Paracelsus more than 
the fierce opposition he eneountered in his en- 
deavors to prescribe in a simple, rational and 
conscientious manner. It was this very sizm- 
plicity of his prescriptions, the happy charac- 
teristic of the present age of medieal science, 
which made him the stumbling-block of his 
contemporaries, whose fame and income were 
encroached upon by the efficacy of the new 
method. With great truth, and a stinging 
pungency of language, he says—‘‘ the longer 
the seribbling, the shorter the intellect; the 
longer the recipe, the less virtue is in it.— 
Don’t be astonished that I write such short 
prescriptions, the reason thereof being, that 
whatever might be added would damn the 
medicine.’ This was enough to raise against 
him the wrath of a host of empty-heads, whose 
gains were thus unceremoniously put in jeo- 
Nor was Paracelsus only a skilful 


pardy. 
physician, but also a practical chemist, and it 
was from his almost constant exposure to the 
noxious vapours of his laboratory, that his pre- 
mature death was occasioned. Of himself, his 
theory and his practice, there were strange 
opinions entertained, and how could it be other- 
wise, he asks, “ to those who have never walk- 
ed in the sunshine !”’ 

When Theophrastus died, there was extin 
guished a brilliant meteor, glancing for a mo- 
ment on the horizon of his age, and then van- 
ishing without a trace. 
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nor after him did there appear a single man to 
emulate his power and spirit, or to raise high- 
er the edifice which he had founded and sketch- 
ed, and for which he had collected the materi- 
als; for it would be idle to speak, in this re- 
spect, of those his hangers-on, and repeaters, 
em} ly 


who were only capable of babbling 


words and formule, or catching the mere 


chaff of his writings. We of later generations 
have recognised in him no idly burning ignis 
fatuus, but a star fraught with living ight and 
heat, the 
progressive development 

The 


were far beyond 


pregnant gem of a legitimate and 


philanthropic ideas of Theophrastus 
the eold spirit of his age. 
“ The highest thing,” he says, “ which a physi- 
cian possesses is art, then love and hope. Love 
teacheth the art, and hope giveth the right 
confidence. The medical man should be mild, 
But 


genuine art does not consist in knowing, but 


irue, serious and reserved in speech 
in doing and accomplishing.” (Grosse Wund- 
arznét.) 

Of the philosophy of disease, now termed 
general pathology, the notions of Theophrastus 
were eminently astonishing for the time he 
lived in. What wili Dr. Blatchford say to the 


following specimer s? “Disease is a very 


relative state: As there are various degrees of 
softness in silver, and yet every kind is silver, 
so is it with the alteration of health. It is as 
hard to find perfect health, as a piece of earth 
without a weed ; disease is essentially imma- 
terial, and as little to be laid hold of as the 
wind; we must not then expect to remove it 
by mere material means. Every disease does 
not manifest itself openly, but frequently is 
concealed under a foreign aspect, and this the 
look to. 
diseases is various, and the doctor who knows 
not this is blind. The old doctrine of the four 
cardinal humours is all fudge, and the doctors 
The humours 


doctor should well The essence of 


hid their lies in the humours. 
are born of the disease, not the discase of them 
The physician who finds all diseases in the 
humours, prescribes nothing bat evacuants.”’ 
Listen again, dear Dr. Blatchford, to a few 
more of the axioms of your “ chymistical 


Paracelsus, your “braggart”’ and pretender. 
‘“* Merely to cure is not medicine; but well to 
cure the present and guard against the future 
malady, that is true art. Nature does not 


allow herself to be forced or drawn to another 


Neither through him} course; you must follow her, not she you. If 
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you apply treatment which does not suit her, 
you injure her. That is good doctoring to 
drive out a disease in the way nature likes ; 
but it is bad doctoring to dare to get rid of it 
after your own fashion. Every one should | 
consider that a physician is only the servant of | 
nature and not her master ; consequently medi- 
vine has to follew nature's will.” Again he 
says :—-“If the doctors would make a clear 
conscience, they must confess, that many would 
get well sooner without them, than with them, 
if they would only turn over their work to na- 
ture. 


” 


Still again let us hear the declaration 
boldly made, “ That contraria contrariis curan- 
tur is false, and never was the case in medi- 


cine: but health and disease, they are opposite.” 

We beg pardon for having occupied so much 
time in defending Paracelsus from Dr Blatch- 
ford’s estimate of his abilities and Jearning. The 
attempt to persuade us to pronounce him an 
ignorant, babbling, boastful empiric was as weak 
as it was foolish, and, under the circumstances, 
altogether inexcusable, seeing that Dr. Blatch- 
ford might have better informed himself on 
the subject in studying that stupendous monu- 
ment of industry and learning, “ Zug Wun- 
digung des Theophrastus von Hohenheim, 
Von Dr. Karl Fried. Hein. Marx, of the Uni- 
versity of Gottingen,’ and published there in 
1842. 

We doubt not that Hahnemann did “ tho- | 
roughly study”? the works of Paracelsus, and 


| 
| 
| 


found in them a profitable occupation of time 


ities, and beth reformers of the medical doe- 
trines and theories of their day and generation. 
Both have been 
but their érue reputation will be ultimately un- 


Both were men of the most extraordinary abil- | 


most villanously slandered, 


derstood, and their memory cherished in the 
hearts of millions yet unborn. 

For the present we take leave of Dr. Blatch- 
ford, and hope he will not take it amiss if we 
solicit him to give the following his profound 
attention: ‘* The suppression of some facts, and 
a certain arrangment or coloring in the exhibi- 
tion of others, may have all the effect of posi- 
tive falsehood in misleading the judgment.” 

Oct. 25, 1851. KOPP. 


(To be continued ) 


The article headed Homaoratny is from 
the pen of Hamilton Ring, M. D., of Balti- 
more, Md. It is worthy a careful reading. 





| The American Magazine ; devoted to Homeao- 


pathy and Hydropathy, etc. Edited by J 
Il. Porte, M. D.,and H. P. Garcuext, M.D. 


Tue above is the title of a monthly periodical, 
published in Cincinnati, O. 

We, with the rest of the world, set a high 
value on water: fresh water and salt water: 
cold water and hot water. 
daily thorough washing of the whole body 


We believe ina 


while in health, and in most cases during sick- 
ness; and that it makes but little difference 
how it is done, if it be done, and well done. 
We believe in water for a drink—as the very 
best drink to quench thirst, whether in health 
or in disease. 

We believe that pure water is not a drug; 
that it has none of the properties of a drug; 
and of course cannot be substituted for drugs, 

We do not believe it proper to dignify the 
use of water in diseases by the term Hydro- 
pathy. 

We believe that what is termed a “ water 
cure”’ course of treatment, is essentially diete- 
tic; that is, it consists in a sort of regulation, 
(mostly arbitrary, because not dependingon any 
fixed principles,) in food, drink, cleansing, and 
exercise, which is useful. This is no new doe- 
trine. Every physician, of whatever school, 
always aims to regulate the diet of the sick ; 
as well as their drink, washing, and exercise. 
True, few, very few, believe the starvation 
doctrine of mot ~£ the “ water cure’’ establish- 
ments of this country, applicable to all cases of 
disease. A kind Provipence has supplied 
man with a variety of food, and experience 
has proved to him that every one cannot thrive 


on the same food; neither in kind nor in quan 


tity. One thrives on vegetables alone, and 
another dies by the same means. Fish agrees 
with one, and “flesh” with another. The rea- 
son of this is unknown. To our mind, the 
Creator has wisely rendered it impossible for 
man to find out that which would be useless for 
him to know. It is not known why the incli- 
nation of men differs in regard to food, both in 
kind and in quantity : and no benefit would ac- 
crue if we did know. The tendency in the 
human mind to generalisation on insufticient 
grounds, is the reason why of late years the 
use of water in sickness has been called a 
“ system’’ of healing—hydropathy. The bold 
assertion that water, and water alone, is the only 
true agent to cure human maladies is not only 


not true but pernicious ; and places that mode 
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—_— : 
of practice upon the very 


border of quack- 


ery: 

‘We do not see why the editors of the above 
Journal should, by the very title of their period- 
ical, separate the use of water in the usual die- 
tetics from the drug treatment. Does the ho- 
meopathic practice reject the use of water in 
diseases? Certainly not. The pretended in- 
dication in diseases for the use of wate r alone, is 
drawn from theories of diseases, which is the 
basis of allop ithie practice. No true art of 
healing can have such a foundation. The water 
treatment is conducted by experience without 
a therapeutic jaw; and Homeopathy is expe- 


rience with a law. The former is empirical, 


jentific. The water treatment 


emmpiricas 


and the latter s 
from its nature must of necessity be 


uncertain and unsafe, and can never be other- 


wise; and physicians are compelled to fall 


back upon its well-established uses as an agent 


n dietetics. Jf this ground had been taken 


by the magazine under notice, it would have | 


been unexceptionable, but as it is, we regret to 
be compelled to differ from our respected col- 
leagues, the editors. 

The 
known comparatively to but few, yet most of 
isfied 


jue tly unsuccessful practice of that 


practice of genuine Homeopathy is 
us seem to be sit 
and too fi 
mode of healing 
what we know 
is in vorue among even those who rank in the 
of the public as leading practitioners 
We 


urious practice 


estimation 


| 
f the homeopath are pained 


, 
school 


m account of the sy in the name 


f homceopathy, and believed to be genuine by 
physiciaus and the people. 

roper, therefore, that homeopathic jour- 
the 


that there is 


of laboring to correct errors 


etice, should 


represent 
another syste 
, 


Home: ypat! 


way a n the eure of diseases, what 


drugs hou athieally applied are believed to 


do, and the whole system of Hahnemann, which 


we revere so mu h, with thousands of oth rs 


is utte proved. Tosay,as some have said, 


that water is homeopathic to diseases, is assert- 
ing what cannot be true, for the reason, water 
isnot a drug. and eannot even imitate drug 
We have 


action not room for extended re- 


marks on this subject. We mean to say that 
water belonzs to dietetics, and Homaopaths 


should keep it in the place nature has fixed fur 





|} man, a zealous man, 


with a loose, confused, | 


, ‘ | 
We hardly dare speak out | 


of the pernicious practice that | 


| Arver having employed the hig 


- - } 
1 of treatment other than that of 


Prove that water can in any 
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it. To undertake to build it up as a new sys- 
tem of healing, and introduce it as such into 
Homeopathy, leads to fallacious theorising, 
which tends to undervalue the therapeutic law, 
The 
bane of Hommopathy is eclectism,and we per- 


the essential property of Homeopathy. 


ceive, in an editorial in the second number of 
the magazine, enonrgh to satisfy us that the spi- 
rit of eclectism may, after awhile, hold a con- 
trolling influence over that print; not that we 
doubt Dr. Paite, think, de- 


servedly high in ovr sehool; but of his asso- 


who stands, we 


of him 
These 


show h®n to be a much better declaimer than 


ciate we cannot speak, for all we know 
is through his articles in the magazine. 
a sound reasoner. He is evidently an honest 
i to credit 


of the embarrassments he 


and he is entitle 
for perceiving some 
his efiorts to establish 


labors under in water 


” 


treatment as “an additional method of cure 
The “ American Magazine” is a large 
Its “ make 


not it Will 


octavo, 


BY) 


of 32 pages and a cover. 


doubt 


up” isin 


and we 


good taste, have 3 


There are several good arti- 
by Dr. 
who, in the number before us, does not seem 
Sub- 


first 


large circulation, 
cles on homeopathie practice, Pulte, 
to meddle with the water departm nt 
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THE HIGH POTENCIES. 
By Dr. C. Croseno, of Paris, France 


h potencies for 


| three years, | arrived at the following conclu- 


Sons : 
1. A single 
sufficient, w) 
2. The rep: 
dom desir ible. 
3. The action of one of often 
continues in acute diseases for several days, and 


se of a high dynamisation is 


er in acute or chronic disease 8. 


ion of the same remedy is sel 
these doses 


in chronic diseases for months. 

4. After the administration of ah'gh potency, 
there frequen ly manifested, symptoms 
which are not found inthe known symptoms 
of the remedy (for example, an intermittent 
pulse afier Silicea and Tart. Emet . rube« lar 
eruptions after Ant. Crud., &c ) 


great 


are 


Such symp- 


toms are of importanee, and scarce ly 
comparable with those obtained by massive 
doses in the pure experiments, 

5. The high potencies cure in cases where 
the low do not seem to produce the least (cura- 
tive) effect; for example, in case of tania, 
where the low dilutions aggravate sens bly, 
without producing any subsequent improve- 
meut. 
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It would be easy for me to report a very 
great number o} cases. I shall relate, however, 
a few in which the cure was obtained by a 
single dose of a high potency. I shall refrain 
entirely from giving any name to the disease, 
and state merely the symptoms observed. 

I, A young lady, of feeble constitution, com- 
plained ‘of great debility, of frequent pains at 
the keart, of frequent lancinations in the heart, 
extending to the left shoulder-blade; violent 
pulsations of the heart, frequently intermitting, 
irregular, and sometimes slow, a kind of tremb- 
ling of the heart; then she was obliged to lie 
down from weakness. ‘The pulse was slow 
(50) and intermittent. Burning between the 
shoulders, great weakness in the back after 
walking. Hands and feet cold, sensation of 
numbness in the hands—sometimes one or the 
other upper extremity is entirely benumbed, 
which disappears after friction. The sleep is 
not refreshing. She feels better in the morn- 
ing after rising. At 11 o’elotk in the morning 
her sufferings commence, and continue till she 
retires. The palpitations, the pains about the 
heart and the intermittence of the pulse, have 
continued for some years. She has taken no 
medicine for several months. I gave her a 
single dose of Nat. Mur. 300. The next day 
the pulse became more frequent and less inter- 
Upon the third day she found her 
strength increase, and at length improved 
from day to day. The pains at the heart and 
the palpitations disappeared entirely, and a 
month after having taken the remedy, the 
pulse was regular. 

As this cure was one of the first which I 
had obtainined by the high dynamisations, | 
published it in the Liomeopathie Examiner of 
April 7th, 1846. A month after I was con- 
versing about this patient with the colleague 
who had had the charge of her before she came 
into my hands, who told me that he had treat- 
ed her a very long time, and that he had given 
her Natr. Mur. from the first to the 30th at- 
tenuation without having observed the least im- 
provement. This colleague afterwards made 
experiments with the high potencie 8, and con- 
vinced himself both of their efficiency and 
their superiority over the other preparations. 

V. A young student, nineteen ycars of age, 
who had had several attacks of the bilious fe- 
ver, and had taken large doses of calomel, 
complained of pain in the throat. I found the 
followin, symptoms : during the last thirty-six 
hours he t.as been unable to swallow anything : 
in the throat there is considerable inflamma- 
tion, with small ulcerations—a fetid odor of the 
mouth—the neck is very painful when touched 
externally—the face and eyes yellow—the face 
swollen, especially about the eyes—an abun- 
dant flow of saliva from the mouth—sleepless- 
ness. A dose of Lachesis 800, in the morn- 
ing, afforded such prompt relief that at noon 
the patient was able to take nourishment, and 
the next day he was completely cured.—N. W. 
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TO CORRESPON DENTs. 
Dr. C.—We thank you for the interest you have 
tuken in the circulation of this Journal 

We confess we do feel reluctant to copy articles 
written by American Hommopatlis almost at our 
own dvors, and sent to European Journals for 
publication. We do not dispute the right of 
writers to publish their papers in whatever per; 
odical they may chouse. Very little notice js 
taken by the English Homeopathic Journals, of 
the labors of American Physicians, which is in our 
judgment a remarkable fact. 

We do not believe that our English coll agues 
have any dishonorable feelings towards their 
American brethren, but the y have been misled by 
private communications from this very city. 


J. V. R—We must decline your communication 
Its publication would cause an unprofitable con 
troversy with the “ Homeopathist.” 


T. R. M-Strictly epeaking there cannot be a “mixed 
practice.” 
connection with homeopathic, the former prevails 


If allopathic measures are employed ir 


und the treatment is allopathic, and nothing else. 
J. WM. D—Your article is too long, and rather 
dry. We must decline it. 
as yourself the want of mental discipline of too 
many members of the profession. The evil, we 


We lament as much 


fear, must be endured. The healing art re quires 
careful and close reasoning, as much so as th: 
law; but should a lawyer in the practice of his 
prefe>sion allow himself in loose reasoning as d 
many physicians, he would lose most of his cases 
and consequently his reputation. We agree wit! 
you, that most of the prescriptions made for the 
sick are only “guess work.” In the allopathic 
practice it cannot be otherwise, but in Homwo 


pathic practice it is unpardonable. 


B. A. O.—It is possible that we are more 
wise ; that we stand too much on etiquette, but we 
cannot reconcile it with consistency for us to pub 
lish in detail, proceedings of meetings of Homeo- 
y or week 


} 


pat ic physicians, mailed to us in a da 
ly newspaper we know not by whom. 
J pay 


Homeopathist,—We have again and again in all kinds 
of torms, asserted that there can be but two 
modes of medical practice—Allopathic and Ho 
meopathic. The purest of the former is known by 
the name of Thompsonianism; and the latter by 


Hahnemannism. The allopathic assumes «)) sorte 


of forms, having no principle ; but the Homeo- 


pathic has a fixed principle, a departure from 
which destroys it, and the practice 


allopathic, 


becomes 


S.—We have some additional information of the ex 
periments of Dr. Rutter by his Aagnetoscope, 
which goes to estublish their truth. By sume 
mishap, Dr. Rutter’s book has not reached us, 
although it was published in London a month ago. 
The Magnetoscope, and the experiments by it, will 
be noticed in the March number of this journal. 
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